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STUDY OF THE PROGRESS OP FRESHMAN ENGLISH STUDENTS 

AT WINGATE COLLEGE \ LOS ANGELES 

By Beverly B. Christopher and Frances C. wlclc MAY 1 1968 

1 CLEARINGHOUSE FOR 

Dr. Earle G. Eley In ”The Tempe Report" acclaims 



"without adequate remedial courses It is not possible to 
maintain college standards in regular transferable freshman 

English courses • " ^ 

A need to study the presently existing remedial English 

program is suggested by Dr. William J. Scannell in his 
article "What Do Teachers Think About English in the Two 
Year College" ( Junior College Journal, September, 1966). 

He states that a conference participant in California reported 
that 75 per cent of the freshmen at te ding his college were 
placed in remedial English classes t s large segment 

of the college population merits o r.certed ion. 

Predating: Dr. Scannell* s article oy some ten years was 
a four and one^hQ'lf p^ge Junior COu.xege Journal .- tide 
titled i Wori^ »n English ac Winga^^e JurvJor college 

by Ethel Knot 51 : tfeh, J’ struct or of English and ^ orarlan. 

This article appeared in the March, 1956, -ssue. Since that 
time, twelve years ago, and perhaps hefo.e there has been 
much concern in this institution for the remedial work. 

At Wingate there has been no English ' 1 designed 
especially for the two-year student. All. ireshmen students, 
whether two-year or transfer, have taken the same course. 



However^ the students indicated on entrance tests that 
they needed work of a nature and degree not possible under 
ordinary circumstances in regular English 101 courses have 
been placed in English lOlR sections ^ioh have met six hours 
weekly instead of the regular three hours* These classes have - 
met Monday, Wednesday, and Friday for one hour and Tuesday 
and Thursday for one and one -half hours* The English lOlR 
course has carried three hours of credit Just as the regular 
English 101 course* The basic difference between the two 
courses has been that in the English lOlR course there was 
more opportunity for the student to receive assistance from 
his instructor, there was twice as much classroom time for 
more complete and detailed direction, more practice or drill 
in the fundamental grammar, and more guidance* An administrative 
effort has been made to provide instructors with breadth of 
knowledge concerning people, subject matter, methods, and 
techniques of teaching* 

Placement has been made primarily on the basis of each 
student *s present achievement in basic English skills indicated 
on the ©bjectl.o Iowa Placement Examinatidrxs and the writing 
sample* Teachers in cooperation with '^administrators have made 
the fin^ decision on diagnosis and placement* 

In the summer session of 1965 and the fall session of 1965 
another experiment with a small segment of remedial students 
was tried* There were fifty-one students enrolled in two 
sections of English 100, classes which met three hours per week 
but carried no credit* Non-credit English 100 was taken prior 
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to tho Fogulsp thpoo houF OFodit English. 101* ih© pFOgFOSS 
of these students as Fevealed by theiF FecoFds has been 
surnmaFized in the table helm. Also summapized ape the 
findings conoepning the 38I students yho were ©npolled in 
Engli^ lOlR dinging the fall sessions of 196I|. and 1965 • 
Tabulations conoepning the 982 students enpolled in Bn^ish 

1 

101 are included fop compapison pupposes and to pposent a 
complete piotupe of the ppogpess of the students duping theip 
two yeaps' at Wingate* 



ENGLISH 100 ENGLISH lOlR ENGLISH 101 



Enpollment 




51 


381 




982 


"P” in English 101 op 
English lOlR 


6 


(X1.7S&) 


39 (9.8%) 


42 


(4.3%) 


”D” in En^ish 102 op 

Subsequent Coupses 


8 


(15.8^) 


107 (28.8%) 


123 


(12.5%) 


”P” in English 102 op 

Subsequent CouPses 


1 


i .1.9%) 


51 (13.3%) 


93 


(9.5%) 


Withdrew after on© semester 


3 


(5.8%) 


23 (6%) 


67 


(6.9%) 


I Withdrew after two semesters 


6 


(11.6%) 


80 (21%) 


210 


(22.1%) 


» '■ 

1 Withdrew after three semesters 






18 (4.7%) 


5k 


(5.5%) 


f ■. 

Withdrew after four semesters 


5 


(10%) 


■7 (1.7%) 


k7 


(4.8%) 


Adademically suspended after 
two semesters 


1 


(1.8%) 


9 (2.^) 


17 


(1.7%) 


i' ' 

[Graduated 


29 


(57%) 


200 (53%) 


60l{. 


(61.6%) 


Non-Graduates of Wingate . 
in 1967 


22 


(1|5%) 


181 (47%) 


37 'S 


(38.4%) 


Ehi Theta Kappa Members 






5 (1.3%) 


58 


(5.9%) 
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It is notad that studants who took En^ish XOO^ tha non- 
opadit ooursa, followad by English 101 were raquirad to spand 
an additional samastar or suinmap tarm to complata thair collaga 
work. Howavar, 57 par cant of thasa studants graduated, whereas 
only 53 par cant of tha English 101 R students graduated. 

Also it is observed that of the studants who took English 100 
and English 101, only 1.9 par cant failed a subsequent English 
course and only 15*6 P®r cant made *'D” on an English course 
afterwards. However, of the students enrolled in English lOlUR, 

13*3 par cant failed a subsequent English course and 28.8 per 
cent made in a subsequent English course. 

Tha study points out that students who spent an extra semester 
were compensated by tha fact that they made much hi^er grades in 
other English courses taken. However, the difference in the 
percentage of graduates of the two groups was rather small. 

A larger percentage of tha lOlR group was academically 
suspended, and a larger percentage of them did not graduate from 
Wingate thou^ they remained in college for two years. 

The study, though rather unbalanced because of the lack of 
more English 100 records for' eaiamination, indicates the merit 
in a non-credit coiupse if studants are willing to spend the added 
time and money required to taka an extra semester of wcjrk. 

Also the study indicates the great need for continuous 
improvement in instruction and furtiiar emphasis on grammar, the 
fundamentals of composition, mastary of tha skills of list e ni^ , 
reading , speaking , and writing in tha Freshman English program. 



f 



This will ©nablo t?he student to do a better quality work in 
his subsequent English courses as well as in his other work 
and insure graduation. 

Freshmen English instructors at Wingate must continue 
**to strive, to seek, to find" ways and means to give maximum 
assistance to those idio need help in the art of communication. 

James Michener has said "In his lifetime a man lives 
under 15 or 16 ]hpesldents, but a good teacher comes into his 
life but rarely." What a challenge I 



- 5 - 

ERlC 






* ¥ 




Comparative Test Results 
of Students Taking English 101 
and English lOlR (Pall, 1966) 



English 101 






English lOlR 




Students 


Grades 




Students 


Grades 


% 


61 


90-100 


9.50 


2 


90-100 


1.1^0 


302 


80-90 


1^7•00 


2l|. 


80-90 


17.00 


227 


70-80 


35.30 


78 


70-80 


55.20 


36 


65-70 


5.60 


22 


65-70 


16.30 


12 


60-65 


1.87 


11 


60-65 


7.00 


k 


50-60 


.60 


k 


50-60 


2.83 



6i».2 Total li|J. Total 

Note; 7.23% of the English 101 group failed the test and 26.93^ of 
the English lOlR group failed it. 



21^ ■ ”R” Students 



Comparative California Test Results 
of Students in English 101 and English lOlR 

(Pall, 1967) 



English 101 






English lOlR 




Students 


Grades 


% 


Students 


Grades 




7 


165-170 


1.3 




165-170 




23 


160-165 






160—165 




59 


155-160 


11.3 




155-160 




77 


150-155 


lil..6 


6 


150-155 


3.1 


82 


il(.5-i5o 


15.6 


8 


145-150 


4. a 


89 


Ki.o-il|.5 


17.0 


15 


140-145 


8.0 


ko 


137-Ul.O 


7.7 


26 


137-140 


14.0 



70 


130-137 


13-2 


k 2 


130-137 


24.0 


33 


125-130 


6.3 


20 


125-130 


10.3 


11 


120-125 


2.1 


19 


120-125 


10.0 


5 


115-120 


1.0 


18 


115-120 


9.6 


9 


110-115 


1.7 


10 


110-115 


5.3 


5 


105-110 


1.0 


9 


105-110 


I1..8 


1 


100-105 


0.2 


5 


100-105 


2.6 


1 


95-100 


0.2 


2 


95-100 


1.2 


2 

mLwmmmmm 


90-95 


O.lj. 


2 


90-95 


1.2 


522 


Total 




1 


85-90 


.6 








3 


80-85 


1.5 








186 


Total 






35^ a "K" students 



